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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Page 5, line 
16, "102" should be "202". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 15-20 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6148148 to Wain et al. 

Regarding claim 15, Wain discloses an apparatus for producing a novelty item at 
a point of purchase (see Fig. 2), the apparatus comprising a user input module 
structured to receive a user input identifying one of a plurality of predetermined themes 
(see Fig. 5 and column 7 lines 7-13 and 20-22), a memory device operatively coupled to 
the user input module, the memory device storing a foreground image and a 
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background image associated with the identified theme (see Fig. 8, framestore "31" and 
column 8 lines 6-23), a digital image capture module structured to capture a digital 
image at the point of purchase (see column 6 lines 47-67 and column. 7 lines 30-32), an 
integration module operatively coupled to the digital image capture module and the 
memory module, the integration module being structured to combine at least a portion 
of the background image, at least a portion of the captured digital image, and at least a 
portion of the foreground image to create a final composite image (see column 7 lines 
41-52 and column 8 lines 6-32), and a printer driver operatively coupled to the 
integration module, the printer driver being structured to cause a printer to print the final 
composite image at the point of purchase to produce a printed image (see column 7 line 
56-column 8 line 5). 

Regarding claim 16, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 15, and 
further discloses a display driver structured to generate display signal indicative of a 
graphical representation of each of the plurality of predetermined themes (see column 7 
lines 7-22). 

Regarding claim 17, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 16, and 
further discloses wherein the user input module is structured to receive a graphical user 
interface input identifying one of the plurality of predetermined themes (see column 6 
lines 31-35 and column 7 lines 7-22). 

Regarding claim 18, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 15, and 
further discloses a display driver structured to generate display signal indicative of a 
graphical representation of the captured digital image (see column 7 lines 29-40). 
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Regarding claim 19, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 18, and 
further discloses wherein the user input module is structured to receive alignment inputs 
causing a change in relative proximity of the captured digital image and the background 
image in the final composite image (see column 7 lines 46-52 and column 8 lines 24- 
28). 

Regarding claim 20, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 15, and 
further discloses a display driver structured to generate display signal indicative of a 
graphical representation of the final composite image (see column 7 lines 40-57 and 
column 8 lines 6-32). 

Regarding claim 22, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 15, and 
further discloses an interlacer structured to generate a composite background image 
and a composite foreground image (see column 8 lines 6-32). 

Regarding claim 23, Wain discloses the apparatus discussed in claim 22, and 
further discloses wherein the interlacer is further structured to generate a composite 
interior image using the captured digital image and a predefined interior image stored in 
the memory device (see column 6 lines 6-10, reference shows a supplementary picture 
or image can be interlaced with a captured image which is analogous to an interior 
image, therefore the claim is anticipated by the reference). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims T -10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wain in view of U.S. Patent No. 6329987 to Gottfried et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Wain discloses a method of producing a novelty item at a 
point of purchase, the method comprising the steps of receiving a user input at a 
computing device located at the point of purchase, the user input being indicative of a 
customer selection, the user input identifying one of a plurality of predetermined 
themes, the identified theme including a foreground image and a background image 
(see Fig. 2, column 6 lines 31-35 and 40-46, column 7 lines 20-22, and column 8 lines 
6-23), capturing a digital image of a person at the point of purchase (see column 7 lines 
30-45), digitally combining at least a portion of the background image, at least a portion 
of the captured digital image, and at least a portion of the foreground image to create a 
final composite image (see column 7 lines 40-51 and column 8 lines 6-23 and 30-37), 
and printing the final composite image at the point of purchase to produce a printed 
image (see column 7 line 56-column 8 line 5). 

Wain does not disclose expressly affixing a lenticular surface to the printed 
image to produce the lenticular novelty item. 
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Gottfried discloses affixing a lenticular surface to the printed image to produce 
the lenticular novelty item (see column 10 lines 3-5 and column 12 lines 45-61). 

Regarding claim 2, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 1 , 
and Wain further discloses the step of displaying a graphical representation of each of 
the plurality of predetermined themes on a display device operatively connected to the 
computing device at the point of purchase (see column 7 lines 7-22). 

Regarding claim 3, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 2, 
and Wain further discloses wherein the step of receiving a user input identifying one of a 
plurality of predetermined themes comprises the step of receiving a graphical user 
interface selection associated with one of the graphical representations of the plurality 
of predetermined themes (see column 6 lines 31-35 and column 7 lines 7-22). 

Regarding claim 4, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 1, 
and Wain further discloses the step of displaying a graphical representation of the 
captured digital image on a display device operatively connected to the computing 
device at the point of purchase (see column 7 lines 29-40). 

Regarding claim 5, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 4, 
and Wain further discloses the step of receiving alignment inputs at the computing 
device, the alignment inputs causing a change in relative proximity of the captured 
digital image and the background image in the final composite image (see column 7 
lines 46-52 and column 8 lines 24-28). 
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Regarding clainn 8, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 1, 
and Wain further discloses the step of positioning the person in a predetermined 
location relative to a digital camera (see Fig. 2 and column 6 lines 1-2). 

Regarding claim 9, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 8, 
and Wain further discloses the step of positioning the person in front of a solid colored 
background (see column 6 lines 14-20). 

Regarding claim 10, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 
1 , and Wain further discloses the steps of operatively coupling a digital camera to the 
computing device before the step of capturing a digital image of a person (see column 6 
lines 58-60), and transferring the captured digital image to the computing device 
automatically in response to the step of capturing the digital image (see column 6 lines 
61 -67 and column 7 lines 30-32). 

Wain & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the lenticular method and process to make printed images 
appear to change when the angle of viewing is changed as disclosed by Gottfried with 
the system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Gottfried with Wain to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 1-5 and 8-10. 

Regarding claim 6, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 1, 
and Wain further discloses the step of displaying a graphical representation of the final 
composite image on a display device operatively connected to the computing device at 
the point of purchase (see column 7 lines 40-57 and column 8 lines 6-32). 

Regarding claim 7, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 6, 
and Gottfried further discloses wherein the step of displaying a graphical representation 
of the final composite image comprises the step of displaying a plurality of two 
dimensional frames sequenced to produce a three dimensional illusion (see column 6 
lines 51-67). 

Wain & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the lenticular method and process to make printed images 
appear to be three dimensional as disclosed by Gottfried with the system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Gottfried with Wain to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 6-7. 
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Regarding claim 13, Wain and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in claim 
1 , and Gottfried further discloses the step of printing a lenticular registration mark on the 
printed image, the lenticular registration mark facilitating rotational positioning of the 
lenticular surface on the printed image and axial positioning of the lenticular surface on 
the printed image (see column 14 lines 49-67). 

Wain & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the lenticular method and process to make printed images 
appear to change when the angle of viewing is changed disclosed by Gottfried with the 
system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Gottfried with Wain to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 13. 

Claims 26-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wain in view of Gottfried and U.S. Patent No. 51 17283 to Kroos et al. 

Regarding claim 26, Wain discloses a method of producing a novelty item at a 
point of purchase, the method comprising the steps of capturing a digital image of a 
person at the point of purchase after the steps of generating the composite background 
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image and the composite foreground image (see column 7 lines 29-40), deleting a 
portion of the composite background image to create a specialized background image, 
the portion of the composite background image deleted being dependant on the 
captured digital image (see column 7 lines 46-52), deleting a portion of the captured 
digital image to create a intermediate digital image, the portion of the captured digital 
image deleted being dependant on the composite foreground image (see column 8 lines 
10-16), digitally combining the specialized background image, the intermediate digital 
image, and the composite foreground image to create a multiple composite image (see 
column 7 lines 40-51 and column 8 lines 6-23 and 30-37), and printing the multiple 
composite image at the point of purchase to produce a printed image (see column 7 line 
56-column 8 line 5). 

Wain does not disclose expressly generating a composite background image, 
generating a composite foreground image, and affixing a lenticular surface to the printed 
image to produce the lenticular novelty item. 

Kroos discloses generating a composite background image (see column 6 lines 
13-25) and generating a composite foreground image (see column 6 lines 4-13). 

Gottfried discloses affixing a lenticular surface to the printed image to produce 
the lenticular novelty item (see column 10 lines 3-5 and column 12 lines 45-61). 

Regarding claim 27, Wain, Kroos, and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in 
claim 26, and Wain further discloses the step of displaying a graphical representation of 
each of the plurality of predetermined themes on a display device operatively connected 
to the computing device at the point of purchase (see column 7 lines 7-22). 
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Regarding claim 28, Wain, Kroos, and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in 
claim 26, and Wain further discloses the step of receiving alignment inputs, the 
alignment inputs causing a change in relative proximity of the captured digital image 
and a predetermined interior image (see column 7 lines 46-52 and column 8 lines 24- 
28). 

Regarding claim 29, Wain, Kroos, and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in 
claim 28, and Wain further discloses the step of interlacing the captured digital image 
and the predetermined interior image (see column 8 lines 6-32). 

Regarding claim 31 , Wain, Kroos, and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in 
claim 26, and Gottfried further discloses the step of printing a lenticular registration mark 
on the printed image, the lenticular registration mark facilitating rotational positioning of 
the lenticular surface on the printed image and axial positioning of the lenticular surface 
on the printed image (see column 14 lines 49-67). 

Wain, Kroos & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the composite background and foreground image aspect of 
Kroos and the lenticular method and process to make printed images appear to change 
when the angle of viewing is changed as disclosed by Gottfried with the system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kroos and Gottfried with Wain 
to obtain the invention as specified in claims 26-29 and 31. 

Regarding claim 30, Wain, Kroos, and Gottfried disclose the system discussed in 
claim 26, and Gottfried further discloses the step of displaying a plurality of two 
dimensional frames sequenced to produce a three dimensional illusion representing the 
lenticular novelty item (see column 6 lines 51-67). 

Wain, Kroos, & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill In the art to combine the composite background and foreground image aspect of 
Kroos and the lenticular method and process to make printed images appear to be three 
dimensional as disclosed by Gottfried with the system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kroos and Gottfried with Wain 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 30. 

Claims 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wain and Gottfried as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Kroos. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Wain discloses deleting a portion of the composite 
background image to create a specialized background image, the portion of the 
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composite background image deleted being dependant on the captured digital image 
(see column 7 lines 46-52), deleting a portion of the captured digital image to create a 
specialized interior image, the portion of the captured digital image deleted being 
dependant on the composite foreground image (see column 8 lines 10-16), and digitally 
combining the background image, the captured image, and the foreground image to 
create the final composite image (see column 8 lines 6-32). 

Wain and Gottfried do not disclose expressly retrieving a composite background 
image, retrieving a composite foreground image, and digitally combining the 
spec/a//zed background image, the spec/a//zed interior image, and the composite 
foreground image to create the final composite image. 

Kroos discloses retrieving a composite background image (see Fig. 2 (84) and 
column 6 lines 33-51), retrieving a composite foreground image (see Fig. 2 (82) and 
column 6 lines 33-51), and digitally combining the specialized background image, the 
specialized interior image, and the composite foreground image to create the final 
composite image (see column 6 lines 4-25). 

Regarding claim 12, Wain further discloses wherein the identified theme includes 
an interior image and the step of digitally combining comprises the step of interleaving 
the portion of the captured digital image with the interior image (see column 8 lines 6- 
10). 

Kroos also discloses the step of interleaving the portion of the captured digital 
image with the interior image (see column 6 lines 4-13). 
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Wain, Gottfried, & Kroos are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the composite background and foreground images and digital 
combination aspect of Kroos with the system of Wain and Gottfried. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kroos and Gottfried with Wain 
to obtain the invention as specified in claims 11-12. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wain 
and Gottfried as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6258194 to Danon. 

Wain and Gottfried do not disclose expressly wherein the step of affixing a 
lenticular surface to the printed image comprises the step of affixing a lenticular surface 
including an adhesive material exposed by peeling back a cover layer 

Danon discloses wherein the step of affixing a lenticular surface to the printed 
image comprises the step of affixing a lenticular surface including an adhesive material 
exposed by peeling back a cover layer {see Figs. 2-4 and column 3 lines 41-58). 

Wain, Gottfried, & Danon are combinable because they are from the same field 
of endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the process for making lenticular stickers of Danon with the 
system of Wain and Gottfried. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching and personalized image and more options for a user to create the desired 
composite image (see column 1 lines 5-25 of Danon). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Danon with Wain and 
Gottfried to obtain the invention as specified in claim 14. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wain as 
applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Kroos. 

Wain discloses deleting a portion of the composite background image to create a 
specialized background image, the portion of the composite background image deleted 
being dependant on the captured digital image (see column 7 lines 46-52), deleting a 
portion of the captured digital image to create a specialized interior image, the portion of 
the captured digital image deleted being dependant on the composite foreground image 
(see column 8 lines 10-16), and digitally combining the background image, the captured 
image, and the foreground image to create the final composite image (see column 8 
lines 6-32). 

Wain does not disclose expressly retrieving a composite background image, 
retrieving a composite foreground image, and digitally combining the specialized 
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background image, the spec/a/izecf interior image, and the compos/fe foreground 
image to create the final composite image. 

Kroos discloses retrieving a composite background image (see Fig. 2 (84) and 
column 6 lines 33-51), retrieving a composite foreground image (see Fig. 2 (82) and 
column 6 lines 33-51), and digitally combining the specialized background image, the 
specialized interior image, and the composite foreground image to create the final 
composite image (see column 6 lines 4-25). 

Wain & Kroos are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
a photobooth and system for interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal 
enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the composite background and foreground images and digital 
combination aspect of Kroos with the system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been a more eye-catching 
image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kroos with Wain to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 24. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wain as 
applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Gottfried. 
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Wain does not disclose expressly wherein the display driver is structured to 
generate display signal indicative of a plurality of two dimensional frames sequenced to 
produce a three dimensional illusion. 

Gottfried discloses wherein the display driver is structured to generate display 
signal indicative of a plurality of two dimensional frames sequenced to produce a three 
dimensional illusion (see column 6 lines 51-67). 

Wain & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the lenticular method and process to make printed images 
appear to be three dimensional as disclosed by Gottfried with the system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Gottfried with Wain to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 21 . 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable, over Wain as 
applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Gottfried. 

Wain does not discloses expressly wherein the printer driver is structured to print 
a lenticular registration mark on the printed image, the lenticular registration mark 
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facilitating rotational positioning of the lenticular surface on the printed image and axial 
positioning of the lenticular surface on the printed image. 

Gottfried discloses wherein the printer driver is structured to print a lenticular 
registration mark on the printed image, the lenticular registration mark facilitating 
rotational positioning of the lenticular surface on the printed image and axial positioning 
of the lenticular surface on the printed image (see column 14 lines 49-67). 

Wain & Gottfried are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, interlacing images to obtain a desired effect or for personal enjoyment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the lenticular method and process to make printed Images 
appear to change when the angle of viewing is changed disclosed by Gottfried with the 
system of Wain. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a more eye- 
catching image and more options for a user to create the desired composite image (see 
column 1 lines 25-36 and column 3 lines 21-39 of Gottfried). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Gottfried with Wain to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 25. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. To further show state of the art refer to U.S. Patent numbers 
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6619860 (Simon), 6542646 (Bar-Yona), 6400374 (Lanier), 6091482 (Carter et a!.), 
6301385 (Cfien et al.), and 6026215 and 6549295 (Fantone et al.). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to IVIark R. Milia whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7408. The examiner can normally be reached M-F 8:00am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached at (571 ) 272-7402. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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